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employer to be competent to discharge the duties of the position 
which he seeks. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Master and Servant, Cent. Dig. 
§§ 297, 299-302, 305, 307; Dec. Dig. § 150.* 9 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 
686.] 

6. Master and Servant (§ 150*) — Injury to Servant — Duties of 
Master — Warnings. — The master is not bound to warn his servant 
of extraordinary dangers or incidents of which he has no knowledge, 
and of which he could not have knowledge by the exercise of rea- 
sonable care and caution. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Master and Servant, Cent. Dig. 
§§ 297, 299-302, 3Q5-307; Dec. Dig. § 150.*] 

Error to Circuit Court, Rockingham County. 

Action by L. Thompson Williams against Curtis & Shumway, 
Incorporated. From a judgment for plaintiff, defendant bringjs 
error. Reversed and remanded. 

Coleman, EaA/>^ &■ Coleman, of Lynchburg, for plaintiff in 
error. 

Volney E. Howard, of Lynchburg, and Win. K. Allen, of Am- 
herst, for defendant in error. 



SCOTT v. BRAME et al. 
Nov. 11, 1915. 
[86 S. E. 850.] 

Corporations (§ 123*) — Pledge of Stock — Abandonment of Inter- 
est — Burden of Proof. — One having a lien on stocks, under a de- 
posit thereof as collateral, claiming that another having an interest 
therein subject to such lien lias waived or abandoned his rights 
therein, has the burden of proof, which he can maintain only by 
proof of clear and unmistakable acts indicating a purpose to repu- 
diate ownership. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Corporations, Cent. Dig. §§ 481, 
491, 507-512, 537, 539-546, 569, 618; Dec. Dig. § 123.* 3 Va.-W. Va. 
Enc. Dig. 559.] 

Appeal from Circuit Court, Floyd County. 

Suit by J. T. Draper against S. R. Brame and H. F. Scott. 
From part of the decree, Scott appeals, Brame and Draper as- 
signing cross-errors. Reversed in part and affirmed in part. 

Luther G. Scott, of Bluefield, W. Va., for appellant. 
R. F. Tompkins and Sowder & Burzvell, all of Floyd, and C. 
B. Moomaw, of Roanoke, for appellees. 

*For other cases see same topic and KEY-NUMBER in all Key- 
Numbered Digests and Indexes. 



